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| LTHOUGH I have the teſtimony of the learned 
Biſhop of Worceſter, that the following Ad- 
dreſs is written in the true paſtoral ſpirit, and of the 
d Biſhop of Carliſle, that it is an excellent Pamph- 

t, (as may be ſeen from their letters, which are in 
the hands of the Publiſher); and therefore have no 
reaſon either to ſuſpect the ſtrength of my argu- 
ments, or that my mode of offering them to the pu- 
blic is calculated to give offence; yet, this notwith- 
ſtanding, I am not very ſanguine in my expectation of 
ſucceſs ; becauſe I am far from being certain, that they 
will be read without prejudice. For experience has 
long ſhown, that an unbiaſſed mind is neceflary to 
open mens eyes to the acknowledgement of the truth; 
and that the ſucceſs ot the beſt doctrine always de- 
pends more upon the temper of the people to whom it 
is propoſed, than upon the goodneſs of the principles, 
or the ſtrength and clearneſs of the arguments. by 
which it is ſupported. Our bleſſed Saviour certainly 
taught the pureſt doctrine, becauſe he revealed the 
truths of God; and we are ſure that he enforced them 
with the moſt. powerful arguments, becauſe. he ſpake 
as never man ſpake, and had hid in him all the trea- 
ſures of wiſdom and knowledge : yet, but a few of his 
countrymen, comparatively ſpeaking, became his con- 
verts. For though he came to bis own, his own re- 
ceived him not : And they refuſed to hear the voice of 
the charmer, charmed he never fo wiſely. The reaſon 
was, they were prejudiced againſt his perſon, and 
therefore rejected his doctrine without examination E 
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ind as the fame cauſe, while men are men, will in 
every age. and in every country, always produce the 
fame effect, it is much to be feared, that it ſtill ope- 
rates againſt men of my deſcription. For the young 
people to whom | addreſs myſelf have never, in all 
pr babilitv, been taught the duty of obeying thoſe 
who ought to rule over them, and watch for their 
ſouls ; becauſe it has never been ſuppoled, that the 
friends of Government in this country had any con- 
nection with ſpiritual Governors. or Biil-ops. At leaſt, 
they have never been taught to enquire, whether they 
who claim the government of the Epiſcopal Church in 
Scotland, have a clear eccleſi ſtical right to that ſa» 
cred office or not: On the contrary, becauſe they 
have not been nominated by the King, it has been 
taken tor granted, that they have no ſuch right; and 
of conſequence, they have been condemned without a 
hearing. That this is rather hard meaſure, every can- 
did man muſt allow. However, that the preſent 
Scotch Biſhops, being the real and true ſuccefiors of 
the ante-revolution biſhops of this Church, have a right 
to ſpiritu-] juriſdiction is clearly, 1 think, proved, in 
fome ot the firſt pages of the followitig Addreſs ; and, 
to ſtrengthen what is there ſaid, I beg leave to add 
here, that if a o ee is neceſſary to conſtitute a 
rig hifi Bithop, the conſequence would be, that there 
is not one righttu] Biſhop or Preſbyter at this day 
in the whole world. For, fince no church- officer 
had the King's or fupreme magiſtrate's authority at 
firſt, but all preached, and ordained, in direct oppo- 
fition to the commands of the State, the apoſtolical 
power of conlecrating Biſhops, and ordaining Prieſts, 
muſt have been loſt as ſoon as it was obtained aud 
once loſt, it cou'd not poſſibly be recovered without 
a new commiſſion from Heaven, which has never yet 
becn given To ſay, theretore, that one cannot be. a 
rightiul Biſhop, or have /pir:t1144 authority, without 
the King's commiſſion, is to fay tov much, becauſe it 
undinges all the ( urci/es in the Chriſtian worid. Yet 
this is the ſole pretence tor denying ſpiritual juriſdiction 
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to the. Scotch Biſhops; and the true cauſe probably, 
why the young people whom I addreſs, have never 
once thought ot examining their claim to it. Ihe a- 
ged people, on the other hand, to whom I now apply 
myſelt, though moſt of them were educated in the 
communion of our (Church, were confirmed by her 
Bi hops, and taught at firſt to reverence them who 
were over them in the Lord, and to eſteem them high- 
ly in love, tor their works fake ; yet, having long ago 
prevailed upon themſelves, on worldly conſiderations, 
to forſake their firſt love, and fo join in worſhip with 
thoſe who found it profitable, and therefore conve- 
nient, to ſet up altar againſt altar, they have, by length 
of time, loſt all ſenſe of duty to the regular ſucceſſors 
of their former Paſtors and ſce not the danger, which 
St Paul warns againſt, of heaping up to themſelves 
new teachers, having itching ears Juſt as people 
who abſtain from public worſhip, though art firſt they 
feel uncaſineſs, yet, being perſuaded by ill advice, or 
overcome by ill example, to perſevere in that perni- 
cious practice, at length loſe their ſenſibility of heart, 
and forget that they are under any obligation to attend 
divine ſervice at all; and ſo continue to live as with- 
out God in the world. Another thing which may 
prevent the ſucceſs of this Addreſs, is, that it will pro- 
bably be repreſented as a ſpecies of controverſy ; and 
controverſy in this age is ſo odious a thing, that it is 
commonly reprobated, and laid aſide at firſt fight. 
But, my Brethren, it ought not thus to be. For there 
is no coming at the knowledge of the truth, without 
detecting the errors of thoſe who endeavour to pervert 
it; and therefore, though we may often have reaſon to 
dilapprove of the mode of carrying on controverſy, yet, 
when the point diſputed is a matter of conſequence, 
we ought not to condemn the iu. Againſt what I 
have urged, I know it will be ſaid, Since my hopes of 
ſucceſs are ſo littie, why take the trouble to write, and 
publiih this Pamphlet? lo which 1 antwer, that I may 
e oner my conſcience, and diſcharge the part of a 
faithful and true Paſtor. God commands his _ 
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phet to cry aloud, and ſpare not; to lift, up his voice 
like a trumpet, and ſhew his people their tranſgreſ- 
fions, and the houſe of Jacob their ſins; and that, 
whether they will hear, or whether they will torbear. 
And he threatens the watchman who does not warn 
the people to turn from their iniquitics, that. if 
they die in their fins. their blood will be required at 
his hands. In conformity to which, St Paul and Bar- 
nabas, though they probably foreſaw that the Jews 
of Antioch and Piſidia would reject the doctrine of 
the goſpel, yet {till they thought it their duty to make 
them an offer of the divine word, before they turned 
to the Gentiles. Now theſe commands, and this ex- 
ample, I believe to be obligatory upon all Chriſtian 
Bi hops at this day; and therefore, in obedience 
thereto, | preſume, once for all, to preſent this Ad- 
dreſs; aſſuring thoſe who are concerned in it, that I 
ſhall never again trouble them on this ſubje&, unleſs 
I am called upon by an attack to defend the princi- 
ples which I have here laid down. My mind is open 
to conviction: and if lam in the wrong, 1 call upon 
my Reverend Brethren in the oppoſition to ſhow 
where my error lies Charity to me, and juſtice to 
themſelves, demand this of them; and if they can ſhew 
from Scripture, Chriſtian antiquity; or by the teſtimony 


of the approved Divines of rhe Church of Eng- 


land, that it is lawful for Preſbyters to gather con- 
gregations and officiate to them, without the autho- 
rity of the Bi hop of the dioceſs wherein they live, 
when no ſintul terms of communion are required of 
them, 1 lhall yield up the cauſe. But if they fail in 
their proof, and I ſtrongly ſuſpect they will fail, then 
1 hope they will conſider it to be their duty, to unite 
with the E piſcopal Church in this country, and ſo be- 
come, with us, one fold, under the ONE SHEPHERD. 


A FrienDLY ADDRESS, offered to the ſerious Conſidera- 
tion of the Engliſh Ordained Epiſcopal Clergy in the Dioceſs 
of Edinburgh, and their Hearers. 


| 


| REVEREND AND HoNOURABLR, 


HEN St Paul preached to the people of A- 
thens Jeſus and the reſurrection, St Luke tells, 
Acts, xvii. 18. that he was accoſted by ſome philoſophers 
in this rude language, —What will the babbler fay ? But, 
my Brethren, however you may differ from me on the ſub- 
ject of this letter, or whether it ſhall operate on your m'nds 
the conviction I with for, or not, I am perſuaded better 
things of you, than that you will thus reproach me. Some 
of you are Chriſtian elergymen; all of you are believers in 
our Lord: And as you muſt be ſenfible, that to confeſs 
the doctrine and ſubmit to the diſcipline and government 
of Chriſt's Church is the duty of all his followers, you will 
therefore give a patient hearing to what I ſhall communi- 
cate in his name, and by his authority; and fo, will not 
reckon me your enemy becauſe I tell you the truth; eſpe- 
cially as I ſhall endeavour to addreſs you, not only in the 
ſpirit of meekneſs, but of love. My intention is, to per- 
ſuade you, if I can, to become members of that Church 
whereof I have the honour” to be a Governor; and from 
which, in my judgement, you have been too long ſepara- 
ted: a Church apoſtolical in its doctrine, worſhip, and go- 
vernment, and of conſequence a pure and ſound part of 
Chriſt's Catholic Church, in communion with which you 
may certainly ſave your ſouls. If in this I ſhall be ſo hap- 
py as ſucceed, we will then dwell together in unity, and all 
diſcord and contention ceaſe. But whether I ſucceed or 
not, the deſign you will allow is laudable; becauſe till our 
diviſions be at an end, the Scotch Epiſcopal Church, it is 
apparent, can never flouriſh, nor indeed true religion proſ- 
per among us. 


To begin then: Lou profeſs yourſelves, my brethren, 


to be members of an Epiſcopal ſociety; and as ſuch, 


you will admit, that you ought to have a relation to 


A 2 - ſome 


% —a—Ua—U—)]² ne 2— - SY 


i; 
$ 
L 
Fa 
41 
: 
: 
} 
= 


* 

ſome ſpiritual ſuperior; becauſe you muſt know, that Epiſ- 
copal congregations without a Biſhop are a body without a 
head; an object that rarely, if ever, appears in nature, 
and ſurely ought never to be ſeen in the Chriſtian Church. 
Now, my brethren, let me aſk you without offence, to 
what dioceſs you belong? and who the perſon is whoſe ſpi- 
ritual juriſdiction you ſubmit to? And, that you may be 
enabled to anſwer theſe queſtions the more accurately, give 
me leave to put another: When St Paul, in his Epiſtle to 
the Hebrews, xiii. 17. commands the Jewiſh Chriſtians in 
theſe words,“ Obey them that have the rule over you, 
and ſubmit yourſelves; for they watch for your ſouls, 
de as they that muſt give an account;” what Biſhop was it 
that the Apoſtle meant they ſhould obey ? For that he 
ſpoke of eccleſiaſtical governors only, is obvious, becauſe 
none but ſuch watch for mens fouls. Now, if there was 
then a proper Biſhop of Jeruſalem, as tradition ſays there 
was, could the Apoſtle mean, that the inhabitants of the 
Holy City ſhould apply to the Biſhops of Rome, or Co- 
rinth, Antioch, or Alexandria, for Epiſcopal offices, and 
not to St Simeon, or whoever was the Biſhop of the place? 
Surely not. Becauſe for no other reaſon could a Biſhop 
be ſertled in Jerufalem, but that he might preſide over the 
affairs of the Church there, and perform the offices which 
were peculiar to his high ſtation; and none but one in the 
city, or near it, could with equal facility and advantage 
watch for the peoples ſouls. But what proves inconteſtibly 
that the Biſhop or Biſhops in Paleſtine were in St Paul's 
eye when he gave the above command, is this, that no 
other Biſhop could have lawfully interfered in oppoſition to 
them, 'without introducing dilorder into the Church of 
God. Did you fee the Sheriff of one county authoriſed to 
act in another in oppoſition to its proper magiſtrate, you 
would immediately perceive the miſchief and miſerable con- 
ſequences of jarring juriſdictions; and would be ſenſible, 
not only of the wiſdom and propriety, but even the neceſ- 
ſity, for the fake of peace, of confining the exerciſe of 
every officer's authority, eccleſiaſtical as well as civil, with- 
in certain limits or diſtricts, that ſo order may be preſer- 
ved, and the affairs of church and ſtate not run into con- 
fuſion. I ſay the affairs of the Church, as well as of the 
State: For it cannot be denied, that regularity is at leaſt 
as needful in the government of Chriſi's kingdom, as in the 
kingdoms of this world. And therefore you muſt admit, 
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who has commanded all things in his Church to be done 
decently and in order, cannot poſſibly authoriſe claſhing 
juriſdictions, or any Biſhop to interfere in the dioceſs of 
another lawful Biſhop without his permiſſion. 

And here another queſtion, and a very important one, 
occurs : Is there at this time a lawful Bithop in Edin- 
burgh ? By lauful, I mean a regularly ordained, and a 
canonically elected Biſhop, agreeable to the rules of the 
Catholic Church, and of the Epiſcopal Church in Scot- 
land. For ſurely you will not contend, that the authority 
of the civil magiſtrate is neceſſary to conſtitute a lawful Bi- 
ſhop; or, that a Biſhop cannot have ſpiritual juriſdiction over 
the people in a dioceſs without the King's authority; becauſe, 
if ſo, it would follow, that there was not one lauful Biſhop in 
any part of the Church of God for more than 300 years after 
Chriſt; or not one eccleſiaſtical officer who had authority 
from Chriſt to preſide over his ſpiritual kingdom all that 
time: (becauſe you know there were none of them who had 
the countenance of the Roman Emperors, the then civil 
power. But to advance to ſtrange a poſition would be as 
talſe as it-is wild; and therefore will not, I am perſuaded, 
my brethren, be inſiſted upon by any of you. And] if not, 
then you muſt grant, that as of old throughout the Roman 
Empire, ſo now in Scotland, there may be lawful Biſhops, 
and the members of the Church reſiding there be in con- 
ſcience bound to ſubmit to their ſpiritual jurifdiftion, al- 

though theſe Biſhops have not the ſanction of legal autho- 
rity, or a ſettlement by act of Parliament. This was ac- 
knowledged by the twenty-two Biſhops of the Church of 
Eogland who voted againſt the penal ſtatute paſſed againſt 
the Church of Scotland, Ann. 1748; and particularly was 
well detended by the then Bithop of Oxford, the learned 
and pious Dr Secker, who thus exprefied himſelf: “To 
« preſerve the Epiſcopal Church in Scotland, the -Biſkops 
who were outed of their temporalities at the Revolution, 
not only conferred orders, but conſecrated Biſhops in the 
* room of thoſe that died: for ſurely the Epiſcopal party in 
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“ Scotland have as much a right and a power to both the 


one and the other, as the primitive Chriſtians had be- 
16 


fore their religion came to be the eſtablithed religion of 
©. any country,” &c.“ Now this being granted, — that 
there is at preſent. a Biſhop of Edinburgh, and others in 
this kingdom, deriving their ſucceſſion from the ante- revo - 
lution Biſhops, who were in full communion with the then 
Church of England, can hardly be queſtioned by any of you, 

Gentlemen; 
See Scots Magazine ſor the year 1748, p. 589. 
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Gentlemen; as the fact muſt be in ſome meaſure known to 
many of your communion, the elderly people eſpecially. 9 
Indeed I may ſay, it has in part been tranſacted before your 9 
eyes; there having always been perſons in that ſacred cha- : 
racter in Edinburgh, and ſeveral of them proper Biſhops of j 
the place, fince the death of Dr Roſe, the ejected Biſhop at j 
the Revolution. For to him ſucceeded Biſhop Fullarton, to | 
bim Biſhop Millar, Biſhop Lumſden, Biſhop Freebairn, Bi- f 
ſhop Falconar: and beſides them reſided here, Biſhop Cant, I 
Biſhop Gillan, Biſhop Keith; and who it is that fills the F 
ſee of Edinburgh juſt now, however unworthjly, I need not 
ſay. Suffice it to obſerve, that ſince Biſhops may have ſpi- 
ritual juriſdiftion, and ſo both preſbyters and people be 
bound to ſubmit to them as their rulers, though they have X 
not legal authority from the ſupreme power, if the Church 5 
of England was a pure and ſound Church before the Revo- | 
lution, which you cannot deny, ours could not be an im- 
pure one after that period; becauſe ſhe continued to main- 
tain the ſame principles after ſhe loſt the countenance of the 
civil magiſtrate, which the Church of England held before 
the arrival of the Prince of Orange, when you muſt admit 
ſhe was a true and orthodox part of Chriſt's Myſtical Body. 
The ſum of what I have ſaid on this head is this, That 
ſince all the Biſhops in the world preached, adminiſtered 
ſacraments, and governed their reſpective dioceſes for more 
than 3oo years, and in ſhort were univerſally acknowled- 
ged to be lawful Blſhops, and to have ſpiritual juriſdiction 
| over their flocks, although they acted in direct oppoſition 
to. the ſupreme civil power, the Scots Biſhops could not 
| | loſe their ſpiritual authority over the peoplgof this country, 
| | merely by being deprived of the countenance of the civil ma- 
| giſtrate at the Revolution; but, as they have held from that 
riod downwards, and ſtill do hold, the ſame orthodox 
| faith as the Church of England, and have preſerved the E- . 
| piſcopal ſucceſſion regularly to this day ; therefore they all 
! along have been, and now are, as lawful Biſhops in the ec- 
© cleſiaſtical ſenſe of the word, as any in the world: Conſe- 
[| quently they muſt have Divine authority for the exerciſe of 
| their ſacred miniſtry, as muck as any other Biſhops either 
[| in England or Ireland. So ſome of your clergy have of late 
1 acknowledged to me, and theſe neither the weakeſt nor the 
[ | worſt men; and the belief of it among your laity is confirm- 
| ed, by the conſtant application which has been, from time 
E .. to time, made to our Biſhops for the holy ordinance of 
| confirmation by thoſe of your communion. Yet, my bre- 
a thren, 
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thren, is it not a fact, that you officiate without the autho- 
rity of theſe lawful Biſhops ? and is not that a dreadful con- 
fideration ? Is it poſſible that God, who is a God of order, 
not of confuſion, can authoriſe the Biſhop of Edinburgh, 
for example, to be the ſupreme governor in this dioceſs, and 
at the ſame time give the inferior clergy liberty to act in op- 
poſition to him? Surely not. If God is true, both cannot 
have his authority. But that the Biſbop is authoriſed by 
God, if the ſucceſſion in this country is preſerved, all ſenſi - 
ble Epiſcopalians muſt confeſs; and is not the concluſion la- 
mentable ? Think of it for God's ſake, and now at laſt come 
over to the Church from which you have been too long eſ- 
tranged. Every day you repeat the Litany, you pray to 
God to deliver you from ſchiſm, which proves it to be a 
fin, otherwiſe your prayer would be a mockery of Heaven, 
of which you are incapable. Now ſchiſm, you know, is a 
ſeparation from any pure part of the Church ef God, when 
no ſinful term of communion is required. And by our 
Church no ſinful term is required; nor is there any obſta- 
cle to hinder you from acknowledging the ſpiritual autho- 
rity of her governors. On the contrary, by our praying 
for his Majeſty, the only ſhadow of an argument that was 
againſt us, is now removed. And as you are in full com- 
munion with the Church of England, and were you in that 
country, would think yourſelves obliged to communicate 
with the Biſhop of the dioceſs wherein you happened to 
live; therefore, however mercifully God may deal with con- 
ſcientious diſſenters, who believe it unlawful to join in com- 
munion with a Biſhop, you, who ſee no juſt cauſe for with- 
drawing from it, muſt think them in a ſtate of ſchiſm. Now, 
if it be ſchiſm in England, to ſeparate from the communion 
of the lawful Biſhop of the dioceſs, when he requires no 
ſinful term of compliance, muſt not a ſeparation from the 
communion of the lawful Biſhop of the dioceſs be ſchiſm in 
Scotland, when no finful term is required by him ? Surely 
what is ſinful, or what you would think wrong on the one 
fide of the Tweed, cannot be conſiſtent with Church u- 
nity, nor be innocent upon the other, all material circum- 
ſtances being the ſame. | 

Conſider this alſo, my Reverend and Honourable Friends, 
and do not perſiſt in the daily practice of ſchiſm, when you 
are daily praying againſt it; for that will be a moſt tremen- 
dous piece of buſineſs, becauſe, as I have already ſaid, a 
moſt ſolemn affront to Almighty God. 


Farther, conſider that mere ordination does not make a 
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Gentlemen: as the fact muſt be in ſome meaſure known to 
many of your communion, the elderly people eſpecially. 
Indeed I may fay, it hasin part been tranſacted before your 
eyes; there having always been perſons in that ſacred cha- 
racter in Edinburgh, and ſeveral of them proper Biſhops of 
the place, fince the death of Dr Roſe, the ejected Biſhop at 
the Revolution. For to him ſucceeded Biſhop Fullarton, to 
him Biſhop Millar, Biſhop Lumſden, Biſhop Freebairn, Bi- 
ſhop Falconar: and beſides them refided here, Biſhop Cant, 
Biſhop Gillan, Biſhop Keith; and who it is that fills the 
ſee of Edinburgh juſt now, however unworthjly, I need not 
ſay. Suffice it to obſerve, that ſince Biſhops may have ſpi- 
ritual juriſdiction, and ſo both preſbyters and people be 
bound to ſubmit to them as their rulers, though they have 
not legal authority from the ſupreme power, if the Church 
of England was a pure and ſound Church before the Revo- 
lution, which you cannot deny, ours could not be an im- 
pure one after that period; / becauſe ſhe continued to main- 
tain the ſame principles after ſhe loſt the countenance of the 
civil magiſtrate, which the Church of England held before 
the arrival of the Prince of Orange, when you muſt admit 
ſhe was a true and orthodox part of Chriſt's Myſtical Body. 
The ſum of what I have ſaid on this head is this, That 
fince all the Biſhops in the world preached, adminiſtered 
ſacraments, and governed their reſpective dioceſes for more 
than 3oo years, and in ſhort were univerſally acknowled- 
ged to be /awful Blihops, and to have ſpiritual juriſdiction 
over their flocks, although they acted in direct oppoſition | 
to the ſupreme civil power, the Scots Biſhops could not 
loſe their ſpiritual authority over the peoplgof this country, 
merely by being deprived of the countenance of the civil ma- 
giſtrate at the Revolution; but, as they have held from that 
riod downwards, and ſtill do hold, the ſame orthodox 
faith as the Church of England, and have preſerved the E- 
piſcopal ſucceſſion regularly to this day; therefore they all 
along have been, and now are, as lauful Biſhops in the ec- 
clefiaſtical ſenſe of the word, as any in the world: Conſe- 
quently they muſt have Divine authority for the exerciſe of 
their ſacred miniſtry, as much as any other Biſhops either 
in England or Ireland. So ſome of your clergy have of late 
acknowledged to me, and theſe neither the weakeſt nor the 
worſt men; and the belief of it among your laity is confirm- 
ed, by the conſtant application which has been, from time 
to time, made to our Biſhops for the holy ordinance of 
confirmation by thoſe of your communion. Yet, my bre- 
, thren, 
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thren, is it not a fact, that you officiate without the autho- 
rity of theſe lawful Biſhops ? and is not that a dreadful con- 
ſideration? Is it poſſible that God, who is a God of order, 
not of confuſion, can authoriſe the Biſhop of Edinburgh, 
for example, to be the ſupreme governor in this dioceſs, and 
at the ſame time give the inferior clergy liberty to act in op- 
poſition to him ? Surely not. If God is true, both cannot 


| have his authority. But that the Bi/bop is authoriſed by 
God, if the ſucceſſion in this country is preſerved, all ſenſi - 


ble Epiſcopalians muſt confeſs; and is not the concluſion la- 
mentable ? Think of it for God's ſake, and now at laſt come 
over to the Church from which you have been too long eſ- 
tranged. Every day you repeat the Litany, you pray to 
God to deliver you from ſchiſm, which proves it to be a 
fin, otherwiſe your prayer would be a mockery of Heaven, 
of which you are incapable. Now ſchiſm, you know, is a 
ſeparation from any pure part of the Church ef God, when 
no ſinful term of communion is required. And by our 
Church no ſinful term is required; nor is there any obſta- 
cle to hinder you from acknowledging the ſpiritual autho- 
rity of her governors. On the contrary, by our praying 
for his Majeſty, the only ſnadow of an argument that was 
againſt us, is now removed. And as you are in full com- 
munion with the Church of England, and were you in that 
country, would think yourſelves obliged to communicate 
with the Biſhop of the dioceſs wherein you happened to 
live; therefore, however mercifully God may deal with con- 
ſcientious diſſenters, who believe it unlawful to join in com- 
munion with a Biſhop, you, who ſee no juſt cauſe for with- 
drawing from it, muſt think them in a ſtate of ſchiſm. Now, 
if it be ſchiſm in England, to ſeparate from the communion 
of the lawful Biſhop of the dioceſs, when he requires no 
ſinful term of compliance, muſt not a ſeparation from the 
communion of the lawful Biſhop of the dioceſs be ſchiſm in 
Scotland, when no finful term is required by him ? Surely 
what is ſinful, or what you would think wrong on the one 
fide of the Tweed, cannot be conſiſtent with Church u- 
nity, nor be innocent upon the other, all material circum- 
ſtances being the ſame. | 

Conſider this alfo, my Reverend and Honourable Friends, 
and do not perſiſt in the daily practice of ſchiſm, when you 
are daily praying againſt it; for that will be a moſt tremen- 
dous piece of buſineſs, becauſe, as I have already ſaid, a 
moſt ſolemn affront to Almighty God. 


Farther, conſider that mere ordination does not make a 
— —— elergyman 
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clergyman the paſtor of a congregation ; for the ordination- 

ils 588. e Eh appointed thereun - 
to. Even the patron's preſentation gives only right to the 
ftipend, but forms no relation between the clergyman and 
the people. That, you know, is done by-the Epiſcopal au- 
thority, or by inſtitution and collation from the Biſhop of 
the dioceſs, who is not only the principal, but, properly 
fpeaking, the /ole paſtor of the people in it: For, it is part 
of his authority which is communicated to the ſeveral preſ- 
byters, and to him they are accountable for the exerciſe of 
it. It is the Biſhop of the dioceſs, therefore, and no other, 
who gives, or can give the inferior clergy power to feed the 
flock of Chriſt, and who makes them overſeers of their re- 
ſpective congregations. © So you know,” fays the apoſto- 
lical St Ignatius, without the Biſhop it is not lawful to 
« baptiſe, nor to celebrate the feaſt of love,” that is, the 
Holy Euchariſt. Epiſtle to the — 3 the 32d A- 
poſtolical canon, forbidy / preſbyters and deacons to do 
„any thing without the knowledge of the Biſbep; becauſe 
« with him the people of God are entruſted, and of him 
© an account of their ſouls will be demanded.” 

Now, my Brethren of the Clergy, forgive me, if I beg to 
know from what Biſhop you have a paſtoral relation to 
your flocks? It is obvious from what has been already 
faid in this letter, that no Biſhop in the world but one, has 
a right to form that relation; and to him, none of you as 
yet have ever applied z which is and ought to be. for a 
lamentation. Your people I know are in the place of pa- 
trons 3 and have by their call given you a right to draw 
the emoluments of your ſeveral congregations; but the 
laity have no ſpiritual authority, and therefore cannot em- 
power you to give the houſehold of God their meat in due 
ſeaſon. The power you have aſſumed, therefore, is, I 
ſuſpect, imperfect, or rather uſurped, (forgive the expreſ- 
fion, ſince 1 know none better), and not valid, becauſe not 
derived from lawful authority. 

Think of this, my friends, without delay, and go no lon- 
ger on in diviſive meaſures, becauſe they can yield no com- 
fort either to yourſelves or people. An effential ſcemething 
is wanting to make your miniſtrations effectual, which nei- 
ther you nor your flock can furniſh, as you muſt be ſenſi- 
ble from what has been already ſaid. That defect I am 
ready to ſupply, whenever you call for it in a proper man- 
ner. And let not the dread of being cramped in your mi- 
niſtrations, or debarred the uſe of your favourite liturgy, 

prevent 
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prevent your application; for I faithfully aſſure you, that 
there is no cauſe for any apprehenſion on that head. Ma- 
lice I know has reported, and the report I believe has been 
carried to a worthy Engliſh Prelate, that the Scotch Bi- 
ſhops are enemies to the liturgy of the Church of England: 
But the father of lies himſelf never invented a greater falſe. 
hood: for we believe the Engliſh Common Prayer Book to 
be the beſt compoſed liturgy at this day in the world. And 


it cannot be unknown to you, that we conſtantly uſe the 


morning and evening ſervice of it, and the offices for bap- 
tiſm, confirmation, matrimony, &c. as occaſion offers. 
"Tis true, we prefer the Scotch communion-office, part- 
ly perhaps becauſe it is Scotch, and was authoriſed by 
good King Charles I. and partly becauſe we think it con- 
tains a more expreſs invocation of the Holy Spirit on the 
Sacramental elements: but preference to it was never 
enjoined by the Biſhops of this Church, but barely 


recommended; the promiſcuous uſe both of the Englith 


and Scotch being at alls times allowed according to e- 
very clergyman's good pleaſure. And I am certain, that 
the preſent Biſhops have no intention to revoke that indul- 
gence. On the contrary, we are ready to teſtify our union 
and communion with the Church of England as a Siſter 


Church, by receiving the Holy Euchariſt from the hands of 


her Biſhops or Prieſts, as Providence ſhall give us opportu- 
nity; and at all times will give the Church of England the 


right hand of fellowſhip, on account of the luſtre of her 
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numbers, and the ſtill greater luſtre of her many learned 
and able divines, both Biſhops and Preſbyters, who ever 
ſince the revival of literature have been, as they ſtill are, 
the bulwark of the Reformation, the ornaments of their 
profeſſion, and lights in the world. And more than this 
cannot be reaſonably deſired. Of the Engliſh liturgy, there- 
fore, you ſhall have the full uſe; and as a further induce- 
ment to the bleſſed work of peace, you may reſt aſſured 
that I ſhall be happy to receive you upon the eaſieſt terms. 
For I can with truth and a good conſcience ſay, that I ſeek 
not yours, but you; nor do I ſeek you for my own ſake; 
I mean from a luſt of power, or the ambitious defire of 
appearing at the head of a numerous body of Preſbyters. 
On the contrary, knowing that the leſs my charge, the leſs 
my account will be; could we in a ſtate of 
ſeparation as effectually promote the great work we are 
engaged in, as united, I had rather have few than many 


Clergymen under me, 
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But as I am ſatisfied that Epiſcopacy, which I believe to 
be a Divine inſtitution, will never proſper, nor what I 
think to be the true religion will ever flouriſh in Scotland, 
while your and our fociery*®leparate, I therefore ardently 
with for a happy union. And as it is your duty, my breth- 
ren, as well as mine, to do every thing in your power to 
heal the ſores of the daughter of God's people, I conjure 
you to concur with me in that excellent and charitable 
work. She bath long been wounded in the houſe of her 
friends, and forſaken, alas ! by too many of her own houſe- 
hold; and therefore, as ſhe has need both of relief and 
comfort, fo I hope the time of adminiſtering both is come. 
If you concur with me, the time is certainly come; becauſe 
nothing but your ſubmiſſion to lawful, and I truſt I may 
truly ſay to gentle, authority, is wanting to effectuate this 
deſirable and pious purpoſe. Let me therefore entreat you, 
in the bowels of Jeius Chriſt, to do your parts, as I am rea- 
dy to do mine; that ſo we may, in the language of the 
Pſalmiſt, take ſweet counſel together, and walk to the 
Houle of God as friends. Reflect, I befſeech you, upon the 
truth which has been already eſtabliſhed in this letter, that 
bare ordination does not make you paſtors of your congre- 
gations; nor the call of your people form any ſpiritual re- 
lation between you and them; and of conſequence, that 
not being /aw/ully appointed as the Church direQs, you act 
in oppoſition to her authority. What follows I leave your- 
ſelves to add. Conſider, farther, what a diſagreeable ſitu- 
ation you are reduced to with reſpect to the young people 
of your congregations: For though I am moſt willing tv 
extend, as wide as duty will permit, the benefits and advan- 
tages of Epiſcopacy; yet how can I, in conſiſtency with 
Church-diſcipline and my own principles, diſpenſe the ſa- 
cred rite of Confirmation to the flock of that Clergyman 
who refuſes to acknowledge me as his Biſhop? It is evident 
T cannot do it. Now, to you, my brethren, the want of 
this holy ordinance ought to be a lamentable conlideration 
and I think it muſt give you great unealinels, if you decline 
any reaſonable term ms, obtain it. And therefore I earneſt- 
ly entreat, that you NIH ſeriouſly reflect, and duly weigh 
what ſhould be done to avert this calamity, and relieve 
yourſelves and congregations, and me, in ſome mealure,. 
from circumſtances fo diſtreſſing; for I with to do you all 
the good in my power: but-I muſt not, either to pleaſe my- 
felt or you, facrifice the principles of the Chriſtian Church. 

Conſider, moreover, that, by continuing the oppoſition, 
you will make yourſelves accountable to God for all the un- 
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happy conſequences and miſchiefs which Church-divifions 
| never fail to produce. Hear, in particular, what your 
3 friend, the elegant and ſpirited Doctor Stanhope, writes on 
this ſubject: By the Apoſtles urging the edification of the 
y « body of Chriſt, in faith ard love, as the great end of 
FE « the Chriſtian miniſtry, Clergymen may learn, ſays that 


great Divine, that they are highly blameable, if by their 
74 « means any hereſies or ſchiſms get ground: if they do not 
„ faithfully warn againſt thoſe things; if they do not de- 
al © tet the artifices of thoſe who lie in wait to deceive; if 
Ie they do not expoſe the error, the ſinfulneſs, the infinite 
| « danger, both public and private, of thoſe vile latitudina- 
; 6 rian principles, which would not only break down the 
1 « walls, but root up the foundation of this ſpiritual build- 
* ing. In ſhort, if they do not ſet forth the wickedneſs of . 
2 « all wilful and needleſs, and the miſery of all judicial and 
145 « deſerved ſeparation from the Church of Chriſt, with all 
9 the aggravating circumſtances ſo warmly and ſo fre- 
8 44 „% quently inculcated in Holy Scripture. For where, in 


© truth, do we find any one ſin more expreſsly forbidden, 
more ſeverely threatened, or repreſented as more fatal 
and damnable, than thoſe of ſchiſm or hereſy ? where any 
% duty more plainly taught, more authoritatively com- 
© manded, or more zealouſly prayed for, than thoſe of 
© unity, peace, and love, in all the ſeveral members of this 
„Spiritual Body?“ 1 have quoted theſe paragraphs from 
Dr Stanhope, not only becauſe he is an eminent and learn- 
ed Divine, and his writings a ſtandard for good Church- 
principles, as well as of the Engliſh language; but becaule 
he is one of your own communion, and flourithed ſince the 
Revolution; and therefore may be ſuppoſed to have more 
weight with you than any thing I have ſaid, or can fay, up- 
on this ſubject. Conſult too, what Dr Scot, another Re- 
volution Clergyman, hath ſaid on the neceſſity of unity in 
the communion of the Church, Chriſtian Life, vol. 3. chap. 
7. ſect. 9. and of the Edinburgh edition, pages 245 and 
246; and from him you will learn, that whoſoever ſepa- 
rates from any pure part of the Chriſtian Church, cuts 
himſelf off from the communion of the Catholic Church. 
And as the Epiſcopal Church in. Scotland has been proved 
to be a pure part of Chriſt's Church, the concluſion I will 
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But why do I mention particular Divines ? Confider how 
much and how deeply the unity of the Church engaged 
our Bleſſed Saviour's thoughts, even in the laſt and moſt 
awful moments of his life, when he was about to ſhed his 
blood for mankind ! Holy Father, keep through thy own 
name thoſe whom thou haſt given me, ſaid our Gracious 
Lord juſt before he went out to the fatal garden of Geth- 
ſemane, that they may be one, even as we are. And again, 
Neither pray I for theſe alone, but for them alſo who ſball 
believe in me through their word, that they all may be one, as 
thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they may be 
one in us; that the world may believe that thou haſt ſent me. 
The ſame petition our Divine Maſter puts up twice more.in 
the courſe of a few ſentences, John, xvii. 11. 20. 21. 22.3 
and ſurely a ſubje& which employed ſo much of Chriſt's 
thoughts at any time of his life, but eſpecially, I ſay, in his 
laſt moments, muſt be of great importance, whatever a care- 
leſs worid may imagine; and ought to excite the attention, 
and the practice of it be the ſtudy, of every ſerious Chri- 
ſtian, but eſpecially Clergymen. Indeed, unity among our 
Bleſſed Lord's followers is ſo neceſſary, that he makes it, 
you ſee, one proof of his Divine miſſion; and fairly inſinu- 
ates, that, If his diſciples ſhouId divide and ſeparate into 
ſects and factions, inſtead of forming one bedy, the world, 
that is, many in the world, would not believe that God had 
ſent him. Not that our Blefſed Saviour intended by theſe 
words, to put the truth of his religion upon the unity of 
his followers; for he well knew that the completion of 
Scripture prophecies, and the miracles wrought by himſelf 
and his Apoſtles, would eſtabliſh the doctrines he taught, 
and force conviction upon all ſenſible and unprejudiced per- 
ſons, without regard either to the faith or practice of pro- 
feſſing Chriſtians. But he foreſaw that divifions and diſ- 
ſentions among his diſciples would in all ages of the Church 
have this bad effect, that they would cauſe many thought- 


leſs people to overlook the arguments in proof of his divi- 


nity, and haſtily to conclude, that, ſince he had not ac- 
compliſhed what he had ſo much at heart, the preſervation 
of his Church in unity, he was either unable, or wanted 
wiſdom, to bring that event about: and ſo, in either caſe, 
could not be a divine perſon, as he pretended to be: for 
God's power, argue thoſe unbelievers, none can withſtand, 
and his purpoſes nothing can diſappoint. In this manner, 
I fay, do our unhappy diviſions operate upon the minds of 
thoughtleſs and inconſiderate men, to the prejudice of our 
common Chriſtianity; and even cauſe the name of our Bleſ- 
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ſed Lord himſelf to be blaſphemed, as if he had been an 
impoſter, and had not been ſent by God. Wberefore, as 
we would not wiſh to harden the hearts of unbelievers a- 
gainſt Chriſt's doctrine, nor cauſe himſelf to be reproached 
as a deceiver, let us all reſolve from henceforth to lay aſide 
every weight, and the fin which ſo eaſily beſets us, and 
keeps us — of whatever nature it may be; let us re- 
move every obſtacle, whether ariſing from prejudice or 


worldly intereſt, which may obſtruct an happy agreement, 


and for the future be determined to keep the unity of the 
Spirit in the bond of peace. 

I am aware that our Bleſſed Saviour's prayer for the uni- 
ty of the Church, which I have here inſiſted on, is prima- 
rily to be underſtood of unity of heart and affection. And 
accordingly ſo I have explained it in a ſermon upon that 
ſubject: And I agree with the learned Principal Campbell, 
that the word /chiſm, as uſed in the New Teſtament, 
has always a reference to an alienation of the heart; 
and that part, thqugh not the whole of the evil and 
guilt of ſchiſm in the lee ſenſe of the word, ariſes 

rom the effect it has in producing ſtrife and contention, 
and conſequently in eſtranging the affeftions of fellow- 
Chriſtians from one another, I ſay part, though not the 
whole guilt; for ſchiſm, or a cauſeleſs diviſion of the Church, 
is faulty, as it is a breach of order, as it is a contempt of 
lawful authority, and deforms the myſtical body of Chriſt, 
which is the beauty of holineſs, by rending it in pieces. 
But I cannot help differing from that ſenſible and eminent 
ſcholar, when he inſinuates, that ſchiſm and hereſy in the 
ecclefiaſtical, aud I may add, very ancient ſenſe of the 
words, (as fignifying, to wit, a cauſeleſs ſeparation from 
the Church, or breach of communion in it, and errors in 
the fundamental doctrines of Chriſtianity, when perſiſted 
in, after admonition), are not, by plain implication atleaſt, 
if not in direct terms, prohibited in Hol Scripture z but 
are innocent and bargfers things, — er they are 
embraced ſincerely, and without hatred and ill-will. For 
thus I underſtand the following words in Dr Campbell's 
Diſſertation on Hereſy, page 433-4. How much ſoever 
c of a ſchiſmatical or heretical ſpirit, in the Apoſtolic ſenſe 
of theſe terms, may have contributed to the formation 
* of different ſects into which the Chrittian world is at pre- 


* ſent divided; no perſon who, in the ſpirit of candour 


* and charity, adheres to that which, to the his 
** judgement is right, though in this opinion he ſhould be 
«« mittaken, 
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* miſtaken, is in the ſcriptural ſenſe either ſchiſmatic or 
c heretic. And that he, on the contrary, whatever ſe& 
&« he belongs to, is more intitled to theſe odions apella- 
© tions who is moſt apt to throw the imputation upon 
c Others.“ That love is the cement wherewith all Chri- 
ſtians ought to be united, is moſt certain; and that every 
deviation from that ſacred bond, even in the heart, is ſin- 
ful, and may not improperly be termed ſchiſmatical, I have 
no doubt. But ſurely, if an internal alienation of affection, 
even when it does not manifeſt itſelf by an actual ſeparation 
of communion, is ſinful, and deſervedly ſtyled ſchiſmatical; 
ſuch a violation of the great bond of charity as diſcovers 
itſelf by an open divifion and breach in the Church of God 
muſt, a fortiori, be more criminal, and more juſtly ſtig- 
matized with the odious epithet of ſchiſm, as the actual 
theft of one's goods is more finful, becauſe more miſchie- 
vous, than a plan formed to ſteal, but not carricd into exe- 
cution. The conſequence is, that if a mental alienation of 
afteCtion is forbidden in Scripture, much more muſt ſchiſm 
in the eccleſiaſtical ſenſe of the word, by implication be 
forbidden. For though Dr Campbell ſeems to ſuppoſe, 
that one may ſeparate from the Church in the ſpirit of can- 
dour and charity, I will venture to affirm, without fear of 
contradiction, that in no age or country was a ſchiſin ever 
formed, which at firſt was not raiſed upon the ruins of love 
and peace: and therefore, if ever men's paſſions ſo ſubſide 
that they can differ in candour and charity from their 
Chriſtian brethren, it muſt be after a very long time; and I 
fear is the lot only of a few very ſenſible, mild, and bene- 
volent ſpirits, like Dr Campbell, or the effect of vile latitudi- 
—— and diſregard to all religion, which de- 
ſtroys Chriſtian zeal entirely, and makes men regardleſs 


what ſyſtem of Chriſtianity proſpers in the world. 


hat men ought tô differ in charity, I am perfectly con- 
vinced; but that ever the communion of the Church was 
divided without a breach of that bond of perfectneſs, I 
ſuſpect is a miſtake; and therefore whether the word 
, ſchiſm, be applied in Holy Scripture to an actual 
ſeparation of communion or not, is not material; becauſe 
it may be owing to this cauſe, tnat no ſchiſm, in the eccle- 
fiaſtical ſenſe of the word, happened in the Church till 
after the Apoſtolical Epiſtles were all written, (ſuch as 
ſeparated from the common communion before that pe- 
riod, having not reſted there, but proceeded to apoſtacy ;) 
but (till it is clear, that ſplitting into factions, or dividing 


the 


i 
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the Church cauſeleſsly, always ariſes either from pride, 
contempt of lawful authority, or erroneous tenets; and, 
being a greater violation of the great law of love, than a 
mere mental alienation of affection, mult, as I have ſaid, 
be neceſſarily prohibited, and included in the word oxmuz, 
or ſchiſm, where-ever that is forbidden as a breach of Chri- 
ſtian charity. As to the word N,, diviſion, though 


Dr Campbell ſeems to ſuppoſe that it is not uſed in Serip- 


ture to ſignify actual ſeparations of communion, which 


may be true, for the reaſon already aſſigned, that none ſuch 


took place in the Church at the time St Paul wrote; yet 


as the Apoſtle foreſaw, that in after times ſuch kind of 


ſchiſms would be formed among Chriſtians, plain it 1s, that 
when he dcfires the Romans to mark them who cauſe di- 


viſions, d:4052012%, and avoid them, he may very properly 
be underſtood to condemn all cauſeleſs ſeparations, of what- 
ſoever nature, and conſequently ſchiſm in the ecclefiaſtical 
ſenſe of the word, as one of the worſt and moſt miſchie- 
vous ſpecies of diviſions. Juſt ſo, when in his Epiſtle to 
the Hebrews, x. 25. he forbids the Chriſtian Jews to neglect 
the aflembling of themſelves together, as the manner of 
ſome is; though that text is commonly ſuppoſed to warn 
againſt the neglect of public worſhip and apoſtacy only, it 
may alſo be extended to the prohibition of ſeparate commu- 
aions, and to enjoin the preſervation of unity in the bond 
of peace. Indeed, where-ever concord is recommended, and 


[ diſlention is condemned in the New Teſtament, there all ſe- 


parations of communion, when no ſinful terms are requi- 
red, mult be ſuppoſed to be condemned alſo, Particularly 
in the text ſo much dwelt upon, John, xvii. 20. 2't.' where 
Chriſt earneſtly prays that his Church may bone, even as 
he and his Father is one, that the world may believe that 


God has ſent him, unity of communion mult, I appre=- 


hend, be included in the unity he there prays for, becauſe 
it is more viſible, and therefore, to the generality of men, 
molt of whom are thoughtleſs and inconſiderate, a more 
ſtriking proof, if poſſible, of Chriſt's miſſion from heaven, 
than internal love eee anfartiHoretittpe; for the 
inward affection may be counterfeited where it is not 
real, and may be concealed for a long time where it ex- 
iſts whereas, if men ſeparate into factions, and divide 
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the communion of the Church, it muſt be viſible to the- 


molt inconliderate : for conventicles cannot be concealed, 
nor different congregations held, without being diſcerned 
y all around, becauſe theſe things cannot be done in a 

| corner. 
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corner. And as different communions appear to be diffe- 
rent churches, they give the enemies of religion opportu- 
nities to blaſpheme our Lord, and ſay, that he is either un- 
able, or knows not how to chuſe the proper means for pre- 
ſerving his followers in unity, and ſo cannot be a Divine 
perſon, as already obſerved. 

Farther, as our Bleſſed Saviour compares his Church to 
a houſe, a family, a city, a kingdom, a body, a building, 
to all which, a divifion or ſeparation of parts is viſibly per- 
nicious, and very often fatal; it is clear, that he as plainly 
forbids cauſeleſs ſeparations from it, as if he had diſchar- 
ged that crime in the ſtrongeſt and moſt expreſs terms. 

In like manner as to Hereſy in the ecclefiaſtical ſenſe of 
the word, as the Divine Father and his Blefled Son are u- 
nited in mind and ſentiment as well as in love, and our 
Lord prays, that his Church may be one, as he and his Fa- 
ther are one, it follows clearly, that all his followers ought 
to agree in the fundamental articles of our holy faith. 
This Dr Campbell ſeems to allow: for, ſpeaking of the 
primitive Church, he ſays, p. 419. © It cannot be denied, 
tc that a certain uniformity, or a declared aſſent to the great 
66 articles of the Chriſtian profeſſion, was neceſſary in every 
t one, in order to his being admitted to or kept in the com- 
% munion of the Church. And I agree with the Doctor, 
that the terms at firſt were few, and are now too much 
multiplied in every part of the Chriſtian world. But ſince 
the learned Principal grants, that a declared aſſent to the 
great articles of the Chriſtian profeſſion was in primitive 
times neceflary, ought he not to grant alſo, that they are 
neceſſary {ill ? and that they who refuſe to declare that aſ- 
ſent now, and ſeparate from the Church rather than be- 
lieve theſe articles, and perſiſt therein, are both heretics and 
ſchiſmatics? Surely. For St John enjoins us, not to bid them 
God ſpeed who bring not with them Chriſt's doctrine, nor 
to receive them into our houſes : otherwiſe he tells us, that 
we become partakers of their evil deeds, 2 John, v. 10. 11. 
And we are elſewhere commanded, to be ſound in the faith, 
and to ſpeak the things which concern ſound doctrine ; 
and, in ſhort, to contend earneſtly for the faith delivered 
unto the Saints, Jude. Nay, after all that the learned 
Principal hath ſaid, it appears to me evident that the word 


peri, hereſies, as uſed by St Peter, 2 Ep. 2. ch. v. i. is meant 
of erroneous doctrines. For though the words ae 
and e7&yoic are in the nominative plural, and agree with 
Ye$00340%ar, not with wptr4c, yet plain it is that theſe 


falſe 
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falſe teachers denied the Lord that bought them, and there 
can be no doubt, but that they would endeavour to per- 
ſuade their followers to deny him alſo. And if fo, that 
was one of the herefies which they taught, and, together 
with other erroneous. doctrines, is probably, I think I may 
ſay is certainly, comprehended under the phraſe «/ptri; amo. 


, deſtructive hereſies. This Doctor Campbell ſcems to 
acknowledge; for he admits that they who are ſaid to 
bring in the hereſies there ſpoken of, will “entertain de- 
« ſtructive principles, and diſſeminate them among their 
© votaries,” p. 435. And what, I pray, is a deſtructive prin- 

ciple, but a herely ? 5 
Upon the whole: Since Chriſtians are commanded in holy 
ſcripture, to be ſound in the faith, to contend earneſtly 
for it, and not to depart therefrom; it is beyond diſpute 
manifeſt, that it muſt be ſinful to entertain doctrines which 
are inconſiſtent with the great articles of our holy proteſiion. 
And if ſo, what fignifies it by what name the entertaining 
ſuch doctrines be called? or whether the word Here/y be 
applied to them or not in holy writ? The thing, or crime, 
of holding damnable principles, is condemned; and by 
conſequence, hereſy, in the eccleſiaſtical ſenſe of that word, 
is condemned alſo. Yet, ſays Dr Campbell, “ no perion 
© who in the ſpirit of candour and charity adheres to 
« that ſect which to the beſt of his judgement is right, 
© though in this opinion he may happen to be miſtaken, 
« js in the ſcriptural ſenſe either ſchilmatic or heretic.” — 
But has not the contrary been juſt now pfoved? and does 
not this reſolve all right and wrong with reſp-<t to religious 
opinions, into ſincerity, provided that a man has calm 
paſſions, and can differ from the Church without bating 
thoſe he differs from ? If it be true, that ſchiſm and 
hereſy, in the eccleſiaſtical and o mon and ordinary ac- 
ceptation of theſe worde, are forbidden in ſcripture, (and 
if the latter is not forbidden, thaif foolith and abſurd, 28 
well as impious opinion would be: true, that men are not 
obliged to believe what God has revealed to then), they can- 
not be innocent, however ſincerely men may 2dhere to their 
ſect; becauſe the nature of things cannot be »irtered by our 
ſincerity or infincerity. Tis true, it makes 2 ore difference 
as to the guilt, whether a man means well, an acts from an 
erroneous conſcience, or againſt the convictions of his gn 
mind. Bur till, if his ignorance is not invincible, he may 
be very criminal even in the _—_— caſe; and with reipect 
| to 
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to ſociety it is much the ſame, from what motive the perſon 
acts. For the poiſon of evil principles, for example, is the 
ſame in its own nature, and may be as dangerous to the 
ſouls of other men, when propagated ſincerely, as when 
diſſeminated out of malice. Nay, when dangerous doc- 
trincs are inculcated by men otherwiſe ſober, and honeſt, 
and good natured, like our late countryman Mr David 
Hume, they are in greater danger of ſpreading farther, 
and being more greedily ſucked in, and conſequently of do- 
ing more hurt, than when they are propagated by profli- 
gate, inſincere, and notoriouſly wicked men; and therefore 
there is at leaſt as great, or rather greater need to ſtem 
the torrent in the one caſe than in the other. Indeed were 
not this the caſe, I ſhould hardly at this time, when my 
eyes forbid me either to write or read, have taken the 
trouble to appear in print againſt my old acquaintance Dr 
Campbell. But as I know the Doctor to have a cool head, 
and gentle temper, and to be a man of conſummate learning, 
great natural ability, and pure in his morals; and being 
periuaded that what he has ſaid of hereſy and ſchiſm, if not 
combated in time, would have the effect to cauſe theſe vices, 
which are very dangerous to the Church of God, to be light- 
ly thought of, or even be reckoned perfectly innocent; I 
therefore thought it my duty to bear my teſtimony againſt 
the Doctor's opinion, tho? I have no doubt but he holds it 
with great ſincerity, and as much in the ſpirit of candour 
and charity as is poſſible. But however ſincere Dr Camp- 
bell may be, he cannot be more ſo th as St Paul, when 
he laid waſte the Church of God: for he declared, that he 
then lived in all good conſcience, and verily believed that 
he ought to do many things contrary to the name of Jeſus; 
and yet when he became a Chriſtian, he acknowledged that 
he was a blaſphemer, a perſecutor, and injurious. A pre- 
Judicated opinion, that becauſe the law of Motes was from 
God, therefore the ceremonial, as well as moral part of it, 
was to be perpetual, warped that great apoſtle's n. ind, and 
prevented him from examining as he ought into the evi- 
dence for the truth of Chriſtianity: And as the ableſt men 
are liable to the like infirmity, other prejudices, ſuch as 
thc:c,—that there is no neceſlity for a divine miſhon to 
preach the goſpel, or at leaſt, not for an uninterrupted 
miſſion from the apoſtles, (ſee Dr Campbell's ſermon be- 
tore the ſynod of Aberdeen, Anno 1771. p. 119. ); and that 
{chiſlm and hereſy, in the modern ſenſe of theſe words, if 
embraced fincerely and in the ſpirit of charity, are not o 
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fal, hoodwink, I ſuſpect, the learned Principal's eves, and 
prevent him, and many other able and worthy wen of his 
perſuaſion from becoming members of the Churc', to 
which, but for theſe miſtakes, they would be great orna- 
ments, and in it burning and ſhining lights. 

But to return from this, I hope, not an improper digreſ- 
fion. Let me again intreat you, Gentlemen, to think eri- 
ouſly of what I have ſaid, and to concurin healing our uubap- 
py differences. To encourage you to this good work, you 
may reſt aſſured, that all that is paſt [hall be buricd in oblivion; 
May God enable you by his grace to comply with this neceſſa- 


ry requeſt, that ſo you may be inſtrumental in promoting his 


glory, and the good of his long- diſtreſſed Church. So prays, 
Your affectionate humble ſerv int, 
WM ABERNETHY DRUMMOND. 


EDINBURGH, 20th April 1789. 
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FAnt reports, that ſome of your body, and eſpecially of my 

Br-thren of the Clergy, are anxious to be exempted by par- 
liament trom the juriſdiction of the Scots Biſhops; and to hive 
a Bithop conſecrated for you, either by the Archbithop of 
Canterbury or York, or to be taken under the inſpection of 
ſome of the Englith Bithops. I am not however willing to be- 
lieve this ſtory, tor ſevcral reaſons. But whether true or talſez 


there is no probability that Parliament will, to oblige you, ei- 


ther intringe the articles of Union, or offend the eſtablithed 
Clergy ; who, though they patiently acquieſce in the exerciſe 
of our miniltry, becauſe they know we are the rightful tuc- 
ceſſors of the Biſhops ejected at the * and ſo have 
both a natural and divine right to inſtruct and govern thoſe 


_who commit themſelves to our care, will never ſuffer the intro. 


duCtion of anew Epiſcopacy, or that Bithops from England be 
obtruded on them. Beſides, I have ſuch confidence in the good 
ſenſe and good principles of both the Metropolitans, that lam 
perſuaded neither ot them will be inſtrumental in erecting al- 
tar againſt altar, and diſturbing the peace of the Church in 
this country; but, on the contrary, will do what they can 
to preſerve the unity of the ſpirit in the bond ot peace here, 
and in every place. Nay, I flatter myſelf, that theie excel- 
lent Prelates will hereafter diſcourage even the ordination 
of Preſbyters tor Scotland; becauſe, now that the Scotch 
Bithops have complied with Government, they mutt be ta- 
tisficd that there is no realon, either religious or political, 
that can juſtify ſuch a mealure. As we claim no temporal 
juriſdiction, nor any legal tide to our divceiles, to we with 

not 
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not to have, nor ever can obtain, any legal authority over 
you; and therefore, if your conſcicnces do not compel you 
to ſubmit to our av hority, the law of the country never 
will : the conſequence ot which is, that as to the matter of 
obedience, you will always remain free, and be your own 
maſters. This however is certain, that ſipce there is in 

Scotland a regular Epiſcopacy, you muſt either be members 
of the Church of Scotland, or of no Church. For to pre- 
tend that perſons living in this country can be ſubject to the 
authority of the Church ot England, is as abſurd as to main- 
tain, that the inhabitants of Edinburgh are citizens of Lon- 
don A York, and obliged to obey the magiſtrates of thoſe 
cities. The late Biſhop ot London, when applied to by an 
Epiſcopal congregation in Dundee to take them under his 
inſpection, very properly gave for anſwer, that he had ne- 
ver heard that Dundee was in the dioceſs of London. And 
ſo every Biſhop in England, I am perſuaded, would reply 
at this time, if the like requeſt were made by you. Be con- 
tented, therefore, Gentlemen, with your lot; and, for the 
peace of our Jeruſalem, acknowledge thoſe who ought to 
have the rule over you: for be aſſured, no ſinful term of 
communion ſhall be required of you, nor any hardſhip im- 
poſed upon you ; nor ſhall the Epiſcopal authority ever be 
employed to alter your mode of worſhip. 

Remember, my Brethren of the Clergy, that you pro- 
miſed in the face of the Congregation, when you were ad- 
mitted into holy orders, nay, you, to all intents and pur- 
poſcs, vowed to Cod, to maintain, as much as in you lies, 
quieineis, peace, and love among all Chriſtian people. 
And can you believe that yow to be fulfilled, merely by 
not exciting quarrels in private families? Surely not. 
Were any of you to be inſtrumental in ſetting kingdom 
againſt kingdom, or even railing tumults in your own 
country, would not that be a direct violation of your pro- 
mile? It is paſt diſpute it would. And if union and 
harmony be as neceſſary in the Church of God and king- 
dom ot ' Chriſt, as in political ſtates, which you canrot de- 
ny, will you not, by continuing altar againſt altar, now 
that all cauſe of difference is, by our compliance with Go- 
vernment, done away, as evidently break your vow, as in 
the other cale ? Moſt undoubtedly you will. Becauſe, by 
refuſing to obey them who ought to have the rule over 
you, and io become members of a regular Epiſcopal 
Church, you will itill keep up a diviſion among us, en- 
courage a tactious ſpirit amung your Brethren, and rend 
the myſti i body of Chriſt atunder. Remem er alf that 
ppon the tame ſolemn occaſion, you promiſed ** 
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obey your Ordinary, or Biſhop, and other chief Miniſters, 
unto whom is committed the charge and government over 
you, following with a glad mind and will their godly ad- 
monitions, and ſubmitting yourſelves to their godly judge- 
ments. Now does not this ſuppoſe, that every Epiſcopal 
Clergyman ought to have a Biſhop over him ? and of con- 
ſequence, that you, my Brethren, ought to be under E- 
piſcopal juriſdiction ? Yet, in fact, you are not. Now, is 
this a ſtate conſiſtent with the above ſolemn obligations 
which all Epiſcopal Clergymen come under at their ordi- 
nation ? or is it a ſtate which any worthy Clergyman of 
good principles would with to be in? And if not, can it be 
innocent to continue in it, when you can fo eaſily get out 
of it ? Think of this ſeriouſly, and may God give you un- 
derſtanding in all things. Again, my honoured Brethren 
of the Laity, as you are patrons to your congregations, and 
have it in your power to prevail on your Clergy to ſubmit 
to every thing that is reaſonable, can you employ your 
influence to better purpoſe, than in endeavouring to re- 
concile them to your mother Church, in which many of 
you were born and baptized, and to which all of your pre- 
deceſſors once belonged? Remember that there is a bleſ- 
ſing promiſed to the peace-makers, and ſtrive, I beſeech 
you, by promoting union, to obtain that bleſſing. No- 
thing ſurely is more deſirable for Chriſtians, than to take 
ſweet counſel together, and to walk to the houſe of God 
as friends. And fince you and we acknowledge one Lord, 
hold one faith, and have received one baptiſm, ſhould we 
not be under the ſame government, and partake alſo of 
one Euchariſt, and with one mouth glorify our Maker by 
our prayers and praiſes, and ſo be united in the myſtical 
body of Chriſt by thoſe joints and bands which St Paul fo 
earneſtly recommends ? Indeed, my Brethren, you ſhould, 
if I am not deceived, promote this union, that your Cler- 
gy may have regular authority to miniſter amongſt you, 
which at preſent I ſuſpect they have not. In every Epiſco- 
pal church, and particularly in England, after the patron has 
preſented to the living, the Biſhop, you know, collates the 
clergyman to his charge, forms the paſtoral relation be- 
tween him and the people, and thereby authoriſes him to 
feed the {lock of God, and to give them their meat in due 
ſcaſon. Now, my Brethren, no Biſhop has conveyed this 
authority to your Clergy. And yet St Paul feems to think 
it neceſſary. For he tells the elders of the church of Ephe- 
ſus, that the Holy Ghoft had made them cuverſeers, Acts xx. 
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28. which plainly implies, that the right of exerciſing ſpi- 
ritual functions in any congregation is derived from God, 
Now, my Brethren, you have too much good ſenſe, and, 
I'm perſuaded, too much religion, to believe, that your e- 
lection of a Clergyman can convey any ſpiritual authority, 
and therefore you will readily believe that it muſt be deri- 
ved through the medium of the Biſnop. Conſider this, 
and may God direct you to what is right. Further, to con- 
vince you of the neceſſity of an union with the Scotch 
Epiſcopal Church, conſider that our Bleſſed Saviour came 
into the world, not barely to reveal a ſyſtem of articles to be 
believed by his followers, and to gather out of the world a 
peculiar people to himſelf, zealous of good works, but to 
make all the profeſſors of his doctrine one body er ſociety, by 
uniting them into one viſeble communion, under viſible Go- 
vernors, who ſhould watch for their ſouls. And according- 
ly the firſt Chriſtians not only adhered to the apoſtles doc- 
trine, but to their fellouſbip or communion alſo z and teſtifi- 
ed their adherence to them, by breaking of bread, or com- 
municating in the Holy Euchariſt with them, and by prayers, 
Acts, ch. ii. v. 46. And as the firſt Chriſtians were thus 
inſtructed and governed by, and received the holy ſacra- 
ments from the Apoſtles, and ſuch as they appointed to 
officiate in holy things under them; ſo ought all Chriſti- 
ans, in all ages of the Church, to be inſtrufted and go- 
verned by, and to receive the holy ſacrament from the A- 
poſtles /ucceſſors, and ſuch as they ordain ; there being the 
ſame neceſſity for the performance of thoſe duties, and 
for the preſervation of peace and order in the Church of 
God in every age, as at the beginning. And this being e- 
vident, may it not be ſaid of thoſe who ſeparate now from 
the rightful Governors of the dioceſſes wherein they live, 
as St John ſaid of them who withdrew from the Apoſtles 
then :— They went out from us, becauſe they were not of 
us; for if they had been of us, they would no doubt have 
continued with us; the meaning of which I leave your- 
ſelves to explain. Conſider theſe things, my Reverend and 
honoured Brethren, earneſtly, as the Church directs on an- 
other occaſion, and then I doubt not but that, by God's 
grace, you will ſee your error, and return ſpeedily to a bet- 
ter mind; for the obtaining whereof we ſhall not ceaſe to 
make our humble petitions to Almighty God, our heaven» 
ly Father, 
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Since theſe ſheets came from the preſs, I have been inform- 
ed, my Brethren, that you refuſe to unite with the Scotch 
Epiſcopal Church, on theſe two grounds, firſt, That the 
Scotch communion office, by containing a prayer of invo- 
cation of the Holy Spirit, and of oblation, makes ſuch an 
approach to Popery, that you think it unlawful to communi- 
cate by it: And, ſecondly, That you are a part of the Church of 
England, and conſequently ae barate ſociety, which has no oc- 
caſion to unite itſelf with the Epiſcopal Church in this kingdom. 

As to the firſt, That there is indeed a prayer of ob- 
lation and invocation in the Scotch communion-office, can- 
not be denied; and I truſt, it ſhall appear, that it is not the 
worſe on that account, but the better. However, I mean 
not to enter far into a proof of that point, not only becauſe 
it would enlarge this little pamphlet much beyond the bounds 
which I have preſcribed to it, but chiefly becauſe it is not neceſ- 
ſary ; it being ſufficient for my purpoſe to ſhew, that theſe, 
and the other uſages complained of, are not ſinful, and 
ſo can furniſh no- juſt handle for ſeparating from the com- 
munion of this Church. Now, that they are not uniawfu!, 
is plain from this conſideration, that they are all clearly and 
diſtinctly in the firſt Liturgy of King Edward VI. which 
was drawn up, among other worthy and great Divines, by 
Archbiſhop Cranmer, and Biſhop Ridley, martyrs and by 
Dr John Taylor, and Dr Richard Cox, confeſſors for the 
doctrines of the Church of England, in the Popiſh Queen 
Mary's days. And being reviſed and approved of by the Arch- 
biſhops and Biſhops and Clergy of both provinces of Canterbury 
and York, wasafterwards confirmed by the Lords Spiritual, the 
firſt of the Three Eſtates of Parliament, with the concurrence of 
the Lords Temporal, and Commons, in Parliament aſſembled, 
and ſanctioned by the King anno 1548: As you may learn from 
your brother, the Rev. Mr Charles Wheatly's Appendix to 
the Introductory diſcourſe to his excellent rational illuſ- 
tration of the Book of Common Prayer. And it deſerves 
to be remarked, that as the committee of Divines, which 
drew up that pious form, was appointed to have an eye and 
reſpect, as well to the moſt ſincere and pure Chriſtian religion 
taught by the Scripture, as to the uſage of the Primive Church; 
ſo, when it was compoſed, the King and Lords Spiritual, 
&c. ſtyle it a gedly order, concluded with one uniform a- 
greement, by the aid of the Holy Ghoſt :” words lo ſtrong 
and remarkable, that I am perſuaded the like were never u- 
ſed, of any other liturgy, by any other Parliament. And yet 
though remarkably ſtrong, they were not more ſtrong than 


true. For ſince the word of God aſſures us, that the Holy 
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Spirit helpeth our infirmities, and maketh interceſſion for us 
with groanings that cannot be uttered; that is, affiſts good 
Chriſtians in their private devotions, there can be no doubt, 
but that when ſo many worthy and pious Clergymen were em- 
ployed in compoſing a public form of devotion for the moſt 
folemn inſtitution of our holy religion, they would be e- 
qually aſſiſted by the ſame Divine Spirit. And that being 
ſo, it is impoſſible that the uſages you complain of, (which 
were all in that liturgy, as may be yet ſeen, upon the bare 
inſpection of it), can be reckoned finful, without blaſ- 
phemy. And here I might ſtop. But to eſtabliſh this point 
a lictle more, and to take away all ground of quarrel from 
them that ſeek occaſion, I add farther, that though the 
Church of England left them out of her communion-office, 
at the inſtigation of Calvin, Peter Martyr, and Bucer, fo- 
reign Preſbyterians, from a pious hope of ſtrengthening the 
Retormation, by reconciling the Calviniſtic and other chur- 
ches abroad to Epiſcopal government, which the Church of 
England thought divine; yet ſo far were the compilers ofKing 
Edward's firſt liturgy from thinking it unlawful on account 
of the uſages, or of altering their opinion of it, when theſe 
were left out; that on the contrary, the Lords Spiritual, and 
other branches cf Parliament, by that very act which made 
thoſe changes, till call © the'firſt liturgy, a godly order, a- 
„ preeable to the word of God and the Primitive Church, ve- 
„ ry comfortable to all good people deſiring to live in Chri- 
„ ſtian converſation, and profitable to the eſtate of this 
„ realm.” Nay, they accuſe thoſe people, (who abſented 
from their pariſh-· churches becauſe of the utages), of“ fol- 
& lowing their own ſenſuality, and living either without 
&* knowledge, or due fear of Cod and call their crime, in ſo 
abſtaining, a wilful and damnable fin. And, moreover, they 
{ay, that thoje peoples doubis about the uſages, aroſe rather 
from the | curiolity of the miniſters, and miſtakers, (to 
vit, Bucer, Peter Martyr; &c.), than of any other wor- 
* thy caute.” All which words are ſo plain that they need no 
comment; and they are ſufficient, I apprehend, to convince 
any true member ot the Church of England, that the uſa- 
ges you complain of, afford no good reaſon for refuſing to 
communicate with the Epiſcopal Church of Scotland. For 
turely, if in the judgement of all the Biſhops of England, 
it was ſo great a crime in the Puritans to refuſe communion 
with them in King Edward's time on account of the uſages, 
the fin can be no leſs in thoſe who ſeparate, becauſe of them, 
from our church in theſe days: as it will not, I Ps 
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be ſaid, that what is ſinful on the ſouth ſide of the Tweed, 
becomes innocent when practiſed on the north. But per- 
haps you'll tell me, that the act of parliament which eſta- 
bliſhed the ſecond liturgy of King Edward VI. and ſpoke ſo 
highly of his firſt communion-office, was repealed by his 
fiſter Queen Mary. The fact I acknowledge ; but it is alſo 
true, that the repealing act, ſo far as concerned the Com- 


mon Prayer Book, was itſelf repealed by her ſucceſſor _ 


Eliſabeth, as you may ſee in the act of uniformity ſet forth 
by that Princeſs, and prefixed to your Prayer Books, Con- 
ſequently, the preamble of that act which beſtowed ſo high 
an encomium on the firſt liturgy of King Edward, was re- 
ſtored by Queen Eliſabeth, and is in force at this day; which 
made Mr Boyer ſay, in his rue account, in anſwer to Hoad- 
ley's plain account of the Lord's Supper, p. 54, 55. that the 
doctrine of the Church of England, with reſpect to the ſa- 
crifice of the Chriſtian Euchariſt, is ſtill the ſame as when 
the uſages were practiſed by her. But be that as it will, cer- 
tain it is, that the Church of England, though ſhe thinks 
not the uſages eſſential, yet hath by no public deed declared 
them errors, far leſs hereſies; and that many of her great- 
eſt ſcholars and worthieſt members, both biſhops and preſ- 
byters, have defended and practiſed them in private, even 
after they were left out of her liturgy : ſuch as, Archbiſhop 
Laud, Biſhop Poynet, Biſhop Andrews, the great Mr Mede, 
Dr Brevint, Mr Thorndike, Mr Scandaret, and the author 
of the whole Duty of Man, before the Revolution ; and the 
learned Archbiſhop Wake, Biſhop Bull, Mr Wheatley, Mr 
Bowyer, after that period. Befides, it has been unanſwer- 
ably proved, by Dr Brett, Dr Hicks, Dr Wagſtaff, your 
late brother Mr Johnſon, and others, that the uſages com- 
plained of were all practiſed in the pure and primitive 
Church of Chriſt, before the errors of Popery were thought 
of. Indeed, that this was ſo, the concurrent teſtimony of 
all the ancient liturgies clearly evince : for there is not one 
of them which has not a prayer of invocation and oblation, 
&c. and theſe diſpoſed in the ſame manner as they are in the 
Scotch communion-office, except in the Romiſh miſſal, 
where the invocation is placed firſt, as (by copying too 
cloſely, though with a good intention, that office) it alſo 
was in Edward VIth's firſt liturgy. Now, as all the ancient 
liturgies agree in thoſe uſages, differing a little only in words, 
but the ſame in ſenſe; and as this uniformity was not 9 
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by the authority of a general council, or an imperial edict, 
(for then the words of conſecration, as well as the ſenſe, would 
have been the ſame in all churches, as the Nicene creed is) ; 
hence it follows, that there was originally one traditionary 
form left in all churches by the apoſtles or evangeliſts, their 
firſt founders, from which they were all copied. For as there 
were no written liturgies before the council of Nice, it is 
impoſſible that the liturgies of all churches could have fo 
exactly agreed in ſubſtance, as we find they did, if there 
had not been a particular form appointed by divine autho- 
rity, from which they were all copied. Agrecably to this, 
Archbiſhop Wake gives it as his opinion, “that thoſe 
«« prayers in which all the liturgies agree, in ſenſe at leaſt, 
if not in words, it may reaſonably be preſumed, were 
&« firſt preſcribed in the ſame or like terms by the apoſtles 
« and evangeliſts.” Preliminary diſcourſe to his tranſlation 
of the Apoſtolical Fathers, 

Wherefore, ſeeing this is ſo, and a truth that cannot 
be denied, and ſeeing the departure from the firſt m_— 
of King Edward hath not produced the intended good ef- 
fect; let me exhort you, my Brethren, to hearken to the 
voice of your friend and brother, the judicious Mr Thorn- 
dike, on this ſubject, one of the great glories of the Re- 
formation, who, in his Juſt Weights and Meaſures, chap- 
ter xxii. p. 159. thus writes: “ And ſeeing the abating 
of the firſt form under Edward VI. hath wrought no effect, 
but to give them that deſired it an appetite to root up the 
whole; what thanks can we render to God for eſcaping ſo 
great a danger, but by ſticking firm to a rule that will ſtick 
firm to us, and carry us through any diſpute in religion, 
and land us in the haven of a quiet conſcience, what trou- 
bles ſoever we paſs through, in maintaining that the refor- 
mation of the church will never be according to the rule 
which it ought to follow, till it cleave to the Catholic Church: 
of Chriſt.” Or, if you will not be perſuaded to adopt the 
Scotch communion-office, be at leaſt contented with your 
own; and ſeek not, my Brethren, preſumptuouſly to dictate 
to the governors of the church in the boſom of which you 
live: for ſurely that is too much; but ſtudy the things 
which make for peace, and continue no longer ſeparate from 


a ſociety which, after what has been ſaid, you muſt be ſen- 


ſible, is a pure part of Chriſt's Catholic church, and to which 
the noble army of martyrs, had they been ** | 
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would have born ample teſtimony: A Society in ſhort, 
with which if you refuſe to communicate now, you muſt 
have excommunicated yourſelves from all the churches of 
God in the world, during the firſt ages, and till after the 
Reformation, there not being one orthodox Chriſtian church 
from the days of our bleſſed Saviour, till Luther and Cal- 
vin appeared, that I ever heard or read of, in which an in- 
vocation of the Spirit of God, and an oblation of the ſa- 
cramental elements, and the other uſages you complain of, 
were not practiſed. If I am miſtaken, gentlemen, be plea - 
ſed to point out the Church in which different practices pre- 
vailed, and I ſhall confeſs my error. But if you can find no 
ſuch church, and I am perſuaded ydu cannot, think ſeri- 
ouſly of what is here ſaid ; and if you perſiſt obſtinately in 
your reſolution to continue ſeparate, think of it with fear 
and trembling too: For, if the Engliſh communion- office in 
Edward VIth's firſt liturgy was a godly order, agreeable to the 
word of God and the Primitive Church, notwithſtanding 
that it contained, beſides the invocation and oblation, an 
expreſs order for the mixture, and a prayer in direct terms 
for the faithful departed, it is impoſſible that the two for- 
mer can contaminate our communion-office ; and no others 
are in it. And if they who abſtained from the Churches 
where theſe uſages were practiſed in King Edward's days, fol- 
lowed their own ſenſuality, lived without knowledge, and the 
due fear of God, and finned wilfully and damnably, as all 
the Biſhops of England, and the King, Temporal Lords, and 
Commons, declared, by a law which is ſtill in force, I leave 
you to judge how guilty they are who abſtain from our 
Church, on account of her communion-office, which is 
conformable to all the liturgies that ever were uſed in the 
Chriſtian world from the days of our bleſſed Saviour, un- 
til the Reformation. And with theſe words I conclude my 
anſwer to your firſt objection; and now proceed to your ſe- 
cond, which, if poſſible, is more extraordinary than the 
other, becauſe at the very firſt fight, it is directly contrary 
to Scripture, and the nature and conſtitution of the Chriſ- 
tian Church. 

The ſecond objection is, That you are a part of 
the Church of England, and conſequently a ſeparate ſo- 
ciety, which has no occaſion to unite with the Epiſcopal 
Church in this kingdom. Now, my Brethren, hath not our 
bleſſed Lord himſelf told us, that his fold was to be but one, 
as there is but one ſhepherd ; and conſequently that his 
Church was to be but one body or ſociety, wherever diſper- 
{ed throughout the world? And if fo, does it not follow, 
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that, in' whatever country a regular Church holding the Ca- 
tholic faith, and requiring no finful terms of communion, 
exiſts, with it all Chriſtians are obliged to communicate? 
Surely this is an undeniable conſequence. And to be farther 
convinced of it, 1 refer you to your late worthy and learn» 
ed brother Dr Scot, an eminent Divine of the Church of 
England, who, in his Chriſtian Life, vol 3. (p. 245. & 6. 
of the Edinburgh edition), has diſcuſſed this point at full 
length, and clearly eſtabliſhed it. Beſides, if you are a part 
of the Church of England, you and your hearers muſt be - 
ſubje& to ſome one Biſhop of the Church of England; 
yet you know that not one of them has juriſdiction in this 
country, by any law, either of church or ſtate. Indeed, to 
maintain, that the Church of England has authority in Scot- 
land, where a regular Church ſubſiſts, is to erect an empire 
within an empire, if ever it was done on earth: which is 
| ſuch a ſoleciſm in government, and ſo deſtructive of order 
and peace, as never can be countenanced by a God of or- 
der, and therefore will not, I truſt, be longer defended by 
any, except ſuch as are friends to anarchy and confufion. 
Did you ever read of any Epiſcopal preſbyters and people 
except yourſelves, who pretended to be members of a Church 
diflerent from that wherein they lived, if it was a pure 
Church? If you did, be ſo kind as point them out to me: 
But if you know of none, and I verily believe you do not, 
think what ſtrange prerogatives of exemption. you aſſume. 
My Brethren, however lightly diſſenters from the Epiſ- 
copal Church may ſpeak or write of ſchiſm, not only the 
Holy Scriptures, and the ancient Catholic Church, but the 
Church of England at this day, conſiders it as a very heinous 
crime: otherwiſe, as ſhe petitions God againſt it, ſhe 
would mock him by her prayers. The conſequence is, 
that fince you uſe the Church of England liturgy, and 
alfo pray againſt ſchiſm, you are obliged to regard it as 
a crime, and to avoid it. And ſince all are ſchiſma- 
tics, in her judgement, who refuſe to be preſent at her 
devotions, (See her 27th Canon), becauſe her worſhip is 
lawful, and enjoined by competent authority, does it not 
follow, that if you refuſe to join in the Scotch communion- 
office, which 1 have proved to be lawful, you alſo will 
be fchiſmatics in her judgement ? To me this inference is 
clear as light at noon-day; and I pray you, for God's ſake, 
to think ſeriouſly of it. To ſay, that our office, becauſe au- 
thoriſed by the Biſhops only, has not competent authority, if 
a good argument, would juſtify a' ſeparation from the public 
worſhip, not only in the very firſt ages, but after liturgies 
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came into uſe: For it is welt known, that they had no o- 
ther ſanction for a conſiderable time, but that of the Biſhops 
and Metropolitans, in their reſpective dioceſſes and provin- 
ces, as your Learned Brother Mr Bingham has — pro- 
ved. Beſides, if you continue ſeparate from us, that you 
will be ſchiſmatics in the judgement of the Church of Eng- 
land, is clear alſo from her petition in the prayer for the whole 
ſtate of Chriſt's Church, wherein ſhe begs of Cod to inſpire 
the univerſal Church with the ſpirit of truth, unity, and con- 
cord : For this proves, of what importance ſhe thinks unity 
and concord, as well as truth, to be ; and that all Chriſtians 
ought to be of one communion. In ſhort, it proves, that 
clergy and laity are obliged, in their reſpective ſtations, to 
do. every thing that is reaſonable to promote peace and con- 
cord ; that the Biſhops ought to enjoin nothing which is 
contradictory to God's word; and that the inferior Clergy 
and people ſhould unite with them in breaking of bread and 
prayers, when their religious offices are lawful, otherwiſe 
the petition has no meaning, Upon the whole, as the on- 
ly part of our liturgy which you do, or indeed can object 
to, is approved of by an act of Parliament, as already ob- 
ſerved, the very authority by which you exerciſe your func- 
tions in theſe kingdoms, it is evident, that if you perſevere 
in your oppoſition to the government of this Church, you 
are not only ſchiſmatics in the judgement of the Church of 
England, but are felf-condemned. May God haſten the 
- time, when all the members of Chriſt's Church ſhall, with 
one heart and one voice, glorify and praiſe God, Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt, Amen. 


